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Violence in a Spirit of Love ?
"Is it ever possible to administer violence in a spirit
of love?55
"No. Never. I shall give an illustration from my own
experiment. A calf was lame and had developed terrible
sores; he could not eat and breathed with difficulty. After
three days' argument with myself and my co-workers I put
an end to its life. Now that action was non-violent because
it was wholly unselfish, inasmuch as the sole purpose was
to achieve the calf's relief from pain. Some people have
called this an act of violence. I have called it a surgical
operation, I should do exactly the same thing with my
child, if he were in the same predicament. My point is that
non-violence as the supreme law of our being ceases to be
such the moment you talk of exceptions."
"How is a minority to act against an overwhelming
majority?" asked Prof. Mays.
"I would say that a minority can do much more in
the way of non-violence than a majority. I had an English
friend called Symonds. He used to say: 'I am with you so
long as you are in a minority. After you are in a majority
we are quits.5 I had less diffidence in handling my minority
in South Africa than I had here in handling a majority.
But it would be wholly wrong for that reason to say that non-
violence is a weapon of the weak. The use of lion-violence
requires greater bravery than that of violence. When
Daniel defied the laws of the Meads and Persians, his
action was non-violent."
Consequences to the Enemy
"Should the thought of consequences that might ac-
crue to the enemy as a result of your non-violence at all
constrain you?"
"Certainly. You may have to suspend your movement
as I did in South Africa when the Government was faced
with the revolt of European Labour. The latter asked me
to make common cause with them. I said cno\ "
"And non-violence will never rebound on you, where-
as violence will be self-destroyed?" interposed the Professor.

